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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MO NTH (S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely Tiled, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 October 2003 . 
2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) I3 Claim(s) 1-19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) (3 Claim(s) 1-19 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 10. 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

This communication is responsive to the amendment and response filed on 
August 1 , 2003. By this amendment, claims 1 -1 9 are now presented for examination, of 
which claims 1, 2, 14, and 19 are amended. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . The Applicant, at page 8 of the response appears to argue that the Le Blanc 
reference fails to teach that the user can control the representation of the icon without 
inputting a control signal to the underlying software program being controlled by the 
user. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show the above- 
mentioned features of the claims, it is noted that the features upon which applicant 
relies are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light 
of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See 
In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

2. The amendment filed 8/1/2003 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132 because it 
introduces new matter into the claims that is not supported by the specification. The 
added material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: "while not 
directing the program controlled by said graphical user interface on how to perform". 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Independent claims 1 , 2, 14 and 19 recite the 
limitations: "while not directing the program controlled by said graphical user interface 
on how to perform" that are not supported. The Applicant is required to cancel the new 
matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Independent claims 1 , 2, 14 and 19 recite the 
limitations: "while not directing the program controlled by said graphical user interface 
on how to perform " that are unclear and indefinite. By these limitations, it is not 
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understood exactly what the Applicant is trying to encompass. Clarifications are 
required. 

7. Claims 3-13, 15-18 contain the features of claims 1, 2, 14, and 19, by 
dependence, they are, therefore, rejected for the same reasons. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Torres (5,384,910) in view of Le Blanc (5,977,968). 

Considering claim 1, at figs. 1/2, item 12, and col. 2, lines 39-45, col. 9, lines 15- 
35, Torres sets forth or renders obvious most claimed features of the invention, as 
recited in the previous office action, paper no. 2; however, Torres fails to contemplate 
that a control accessible by the user to independently reconfigure the shape of the 
subsection of the graphical user interface in a plurality of user desired configurations in 
response to operation of the control by the user. 

However, Le Blanc teaches the equivalence for a control (20, see fig. 1 ) 
accessible by the user to independently reconfigure the shape of the subsection (17, 
see fig. 1 ) of the graphical user interface (16, see fig. 1 ) in a plurality of user desired 
configurations {attitudes or changeable attributes representations of user) in response 
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to operation of the control by the user. See figs. 1 (A&B), and col. 3, lines 32-36, and 
col. 4, lines 10-51. 

Therefore, based on the above embodiments, the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made would have been motivated to modify the operator 
reconfiguration of a GUI in the Torres' system to include using a control 20 to let the 
user independently reconfigure the shape of the subsection (17) of the graphical user 
interface (16) in a plurality of user desired configurations {attitudes or changeable 
attributes representations of user) as taught by Le Blanc (see col. 3, lines 32-36, and 
col. 4, lines 10-51); in order to allow the user to interact with the graphical user 
interface, and to change a section of the GUI that reflects the user's preference. 

The invention of claims 2-3, 1 1 , including a formatting graphical user interface 
(30) comprises defining a subsection of the GUI and designating the subsection of the 
GUI as reconfigurable (by means of processor 12 of system 10 defining window 34 
including a menu field or subsection 60), although slightly different, it recites features 
equivalent to and performing similar functions as in claim 1 , and is, therefore, subject to 
rejections for the same reasons and rationale set forth for claim 1 , for the system 10, 
during processing, does not reconfigure the entire GUI (30), but only a portion of the 
display or the components or subsections of the menu-formatted GUI. Is reconfigured. It 
is further noted that the processing system 1 0 can facilitate the designation of at least 
one of the plurality of the fields (or subsections 58-68) in field palette 56 of GUI 30 for 
manipulation or reconfiguration by the user, as characterized by step 178 of fig. 10 of 
Torres, and Le Blanc further teaches allowing the user to modify the shape of the GUI's 
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subsection during reconfiguration, as suggested at col. 3, lines 32-36, and col. 4, lines 
10-51). 

Re claims 4-10, 12-13, the claimed steps of— utilizing a width and height to define 
the maximum expansion and the minimum compression size limit of the subsection, and 
allowing the user to control the expansion the GUI together with the subsection — are 
characterized by the functions of processing system 10 of Torre, for this feature allows 
for maximum flexibility in utilizing the formatted GUI and allows for the customization of 
the components of the GUI by the user operator. See Torre's col. 3. 

Considering claims 14-18, Torres discloses or render obvious most claimed 
features of the invention as applied in the above claims 2-3, and 1 1 rejections and 
further in view of the rejections applied in the previous office action; except for the 
claimed of providing a control accessible by the user to independently reconfigure the 
shape of the subsection of the graphical user interface in a plurality of user desired 
configurations in response to operation of the control by the user. 

However, Le Blanc teaches the equivalence for a control (20, see fig. 1 ) 
accessible by the user to independently reconfigure the shape of the subsection (17, 
see fig. 1 ) of the graphical user interface (16, see fig. 1 ) in a plurality of user desired 
configurations (attitudes or changeable attributes representations of user) in response 
to operation of the control by the user. See figs. 1 (A&B), and col. 3, lines 32-36, and 
col. 4, lines 10-51. 

Therefore, based on the above embodiments, the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made would have been motivated to modify the operator 
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reconfiguration of a GUI in the Torres' system to include using a control 20 to let the 
user independently reconfigure the shape of the subsection (17) of the graphical user 
interface (16) in a plurality of user desired configurations (attitudes or changeable 
attributes representations of user) as taught by Le Blanc (see col. 3, lines 32-36, and 
col. 4, lines 1 0-51 ); in order to allow the user to interact with the graphical user 
interface, and to change a section of the GUI that reflects the user's preference. 

The invention of claims 19, including the steps of defining the spatial properties 
of the subsection (as characterized by Torres' item 56 of fig. 2 by means of processor 
12); and permitting the user to retain the spatial properties of the subsection during 
reconfiguration (by means of the operator-initiated command under the execution of the 
processor to contemplate for the designation of the reconfigurable subsection of the 
GUI 30 in Torres), although slightly different, it recites features equivalent to and 
performing similar functions as in claim 2, and is, therefore, subject to rejections for the 
same reasons and rationale set forth for claim 2. The spatial properties are noted to 
represent the field menus or subsections arrangements on the screen of GUI 30 (see 
Torre's fig. 2), so as to make the user interaction easier. 



8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 



Conclusion 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 305-872-9314, (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

or (703) 308-6606 (for informal or draft communications, please 
label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 

Crystal Drive, Arlington. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, DC 20231 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Wesner Sajous whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
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5857. The examiner can also be reached on Monday through Thursday and on 
alternate Fridays between 9:00AM to 6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
Supervisor, Matthew Bella, can be reached at (703) 308-6829. The fax phone number 
for this group is (703) 308-6606. 




MATTHEW C. BELLA 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 26G0 



